REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-11, 13-20, and 24-48 are pending. The Applicants gratefully 
acknowledge the opportunity during the telephone conference on February 17, 2009 to discuss 
the claims. Although no agreement was reached during the telephone conference, further 
understanding of claim scope and the nature of the rejection was obtained. 

The Examiner objected to Figure 1 as not having the label prior art. A replacement sheet 
for Figure 1 is being provided with this Response. The Examiner also objected to the Oath. 37 
CFR 1.52(c)(1) states that "[ a ] n y interlineation, erasure, cancellation or other alteration of the 
application papers filed must be made before the signing of any accompanying oath or 
declaration pursuant to §1.63 referring to those application papers and should be dated and 
initialed or signed by the applicant on the same sheet of paper." It is respectfully submitted that 
the Oath is not defective. CFR 1.52(c)(1) only requires that any alteration be dated and initialed 
or signed by the applicant on the same sheet of paper. The inventor Andrew Crosland updated 
his address not only on the same sheet of paper in his own handwriting but on the same signature 
block where he dated and signed the oath. 

The Applicants acknowledge and thank the Examiner for allowing Claims 11, 13-20, 24- 
30, 37-38, 41-44, and 46-47. 

Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10, 31-36, 39-40, 45, and 48 are rejected. Independent claims 1 and 31 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Evans (US 6,253,250) in view of 
Lupien (6,996,659). 

Evans states "One embodiment of the present invention is a bus bridge that allows 
transactions to occur between a memory on one bus and a memory on another bus. The present 
invention in one embodiment provides isolation between two buses in a multiprocessor systems 
such that bus exception events (such as for example but not limited to a bus reset event) do not 
propagate through the bridge. One embodiment of the present invention provides address and 
data translation enabling the two buses to use different address spaces and different data ordering 
conventions." (column 2, lines 33-40). Lupien states 'The circuit 100 may be coupled (i) to the 
bus 102 via a circuit 106 and (ii) to the bus 104 via a circuit 108. The circuits 106 and 108 may 
be implemented as bus specific logic circuits. In one example, the circuits 106 and 108 may 
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include conventional bus interface cores (e.g., from InSilicon, DCM, Synopsys, etc.). The 
circuits 106 and 108 generally communicate attributes and data between the circuit 100 and the 
busses 102 and 104, respectively." (Figure 1 description) 

None of the cited art either alone or in combination sufficiently teach or suggest the 
recitations of the pending claims. For example, the cited art either alone or in combination do 
not sufficiently teach or suggest "wherein responding with the bus protocol compliant signal 
allows the master component to continue operating without violating bus protocols while the 
slave component is being reset" and a signal that "allows the master component to continue 
operating without violating bus protocols while the slave component is being reset" as recited in 
various claims. The Examiner argues that the term "allows" does not cause any functionality to 
occur, as it does not recite what is required. 

To facilitate prosecution, claims 1 and 31 have been amended to remove the term 
"allows." Claims 1 and 31 have been amended in the following manner: 

"wherein responding with the master component bus protocol compliant signal allows the 
master component te-continues operating without violating said master component bus protocol 
while the slave component is being rese t by responding with the master component bus protocol 
compliant signal ." 

None of the cited art either alone or in combination sufficiently teach or suggest "wherein 
the master component continues operating without violating said master component bus protocol 
while the slave component is being reset by responding with the master component bus protocol 
compliant signal." 
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CONCLUSION 



In light of the above remarks for the independent claims, it is respectfully submitted that 
all pending claims are allowable and that this case is now in condition for allowance. Should the 
Examiner believe that a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of this application, 
the undersigned can be reached at the telephone number set out below. If any fees are due in 
connection with the filing of this Amendment, the Commissioner is authorized to deduct such 
fees from the undersigned's Deposit Account No. 504480 (Order No. ALTRP089). 

Respectfully submitted, 

Weaver Austin Villeneuve & Sampson LLP 

/Audrey Kwan/ 

G. Audrey Kwan 
Reg. No. 46,850 



P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
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